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ST ASE! 

ALEXANDER SMYTH ts. APOCALYPSE. 
The public mind has been excited by an adver- 
tisemnent published by gen. Alexander Smyth, in 
which he promised to explain the book of Revela- 
tion, asserting that the said book has never been 
explained by any of the commentators who had 
gone before him; or words to this effect. The 
labour of this mountain has ceased ;—the mouse 
has appeared ! 

Although the remarks we are now presenting to 
the public will be more appropos for those who have 
read gen. Smyth’s book, we trust our endeavours to 
be found intelligible by those who have not seen it, 
will not be ineffectual. We intend no disrespect to 
the writer, when we say, that a more “ catch-penny 


production” has seldom if ever appeared. In proof 


of this, it is only necessary to show, that the book in 
question contains less matter than is frequently sold 
for siz cents, although the writer modestly demands 
four shillings for his book! In addition to this, he 
has failed in the promise to explain the Apocalypse. 
He has not done so much as to afford the reader an 
allusion to the most prominent parts of it; and has 
left whole chapters in the darkness he found them ; 
not even obliging the reader with a sight of their 
caption! This book of 59 pages, 18 mo. contains 
about sufficient matter to fill one Number of this 
paper, which we furnish to our subscribers for iess 
than the sum of four cents, per Number. We are 
ef an opinion that if a literary court existed, gen. S. 
could be arraigned for the misdemeanor of obtain- 
ing money by false tokens, and en false pretences. 
In speaking for ourselves, we must say, that our 
expectations have never been so outrageously cheat- 
ed as in this instance. 

The first paragraph in gen. Smyth’s book, reads 
as follows: 

“The important question respecting the book of 
The Revelation of St. John the divine, is, whether 
it is a prophetical vision of future events, or an art- 
ful enigmatical relation of past events, under the 
form of prophecy.” 

We discover at the threshold of this performance, 
evidence of ignorance, or duplicity. How can the 
* important question,” respecting the book of Reve- 
Jation, be, “ whether it is a prophetical vision of 
future events, or an artful enigmatical relation ot 
past events, under the form of prophecy,” when this 
question is already more than settled by the writer 
ef the book ; who was told, (chap. i. 19.) * Write the 
things which thou hast seen, [in the past tense,] and 
the things which are, [in the present tense,] and the 
things which shall be hereafter,” in the future 
tense ? Is there a man ef common sense, who can 
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deliberately adopt the opinion, that the writer of the 
book of Revelation first declared of the events 
which composed his book, that they were past, pre- 
sent, and to come, and, at the same time, had his 
head full of the idea, and his heart big with the pur- 
pose, to deceive the seader, and artfully impose 
upon him, for “ future events,” those things which he 
had declared, at the onset, were, in their order of 
time, past, present, and to come? No! Search crea- 
tion through, and gen. S. must stand slone, we 
hope, (for the honour of our species,) as the man of 
common sense, capable of cherishing, and dealing 
out to the world in four shilling bundles, so much 
absurdity. 

But gen. S. is a learned man, says the reader. 
So be it; but he has something to acquire yet, be- 
fore he can set up as a monopolist. There is a spe- 
cies of learning abroad in the world, which men 
acquite, and which is possessed as tools of different 
artisans and mechanics, nay be possessed, by those 
who are ignorant of their proper use, and cut their 
fingers with them at every exercise. It is a lament- 
able truth, that the reputation which men have ac- 
quired for learning, is the only foundation on which 
rests the ponderous and pernicious errors which 
have distracted the civilized world. , 

Having seen that the book of Revelation cannot 
be considered, posterior to its date, as a “ prophetical 
vision of future events,” for the reason assigned, that 
the events recorded are declared by the writer to be 
past, present, and to come,* it is proper to observe, 
that the book must not be considered “ an artful 
enigmatical relation of past events, underthe form 
of prophecy,” for the following reasons :—First : 
The form of prophecy relates to future events, not 
past. To speak of prophesying of past events, 
would be incongruous. Second: That cannot be 
artful, which is obviously perspicuous in point of 
the order of time. The writer was studiously care- 
fal to avoid every appearance of deception, and 
marked his tenses accordingly. 

Gen. S. next institutes an examination of the 
“early writers of the church,” who have quoted 
from, or referred to, this book. This occupies from 
the Sd to the 12th page of his pamphlet. He quotes 
Lardner and disagrees with him in his conclusions. 
He also quotes Justin Martyr, who died about the 
year 167, and cannot admit that he ever saw the 
Apocalypse, although he refers to it, and calls the 
writer by name, because he died 35 years before Ire- 
neus, who he insists wrote the book, which he calls 





* Let it be remembered, that gen. 5. includes the whole 
book, when he proposes his question, and manifests a total 
ignorance of the writer’s arrangement of the order ef ume, 
whoa the eveats spokea of ed 
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“a pious forgery!” This is certainly a clumsy wa, 
to overcome difficulties. Gen. S.’s “knock-em- 
down-argument,” appears to be the following: To 
introduce the names of early writers, the names of 
canonical books they quote from, say they quote 
nothing from the Apocalypse, and then stagger the 
reader with the wholesale conclusion that there was 
no such book in existence; otherwise the writer 
must have mentioned it. We will now examine 
this mode of reasoning and arguing, and award the 
General the proper meed of praise due to his supe- 
rior discernment. 

We begin with Polycarp, who died about the 
year 166; and who quotes, in his works, from, and 
refers to, Matthew, Luke, The Acts of the Apostles, 
and ten of the Epistles; “ but,” says gen. S. “he 
never mentions the Revelation.” Very good, gen. 
S., Polycarp died 36 years before Ireneus! Why 
does gen. S. circumscribe his potent argument? 
Why not extend his pruning knife? Polycarp, it 
seems, has not mentioned Mark, nor John, and 
your argument will weigh as much against their 
gospels, as against the Revelation. The same may 
be said of Marcion, Tatian, Theodotius of Byzan- 
tium, Athenegoras of Alexandria, &c. &c. to the 
exclusion of books confessedly canonical. Gen. 8. 
very graciously admits, what he cannot deny, that 
“Eusebius has said, that Theophilus, in a book 
against Hermogenes, brought proof from the Apoe- 
alypse.” But Eusebius, gen. S. says, is “a writer 
of doubtful credit ;” Ke. Strange to relate, gen. S. 
in pages 9 and 10, introduces Eusebius, this “ writer 
of doubtful credit,” and palms his evidence on the 
reader, in the case of Caius and Cerinthus. The 


fact is, that gen. S. is troubled with the existence of 


an Apocalypse at a period too early for the reputa 
tion of his hypothesis. Gen. S. finally admits that 
Clement of Alexandria, 192 to 217, Tertullian 195 
to 220, and Dionysius of Alexandria, were acquaint- 
ed with the Apocalypse. He then argues that the 
Apocalypse was not in being in the time of Poly- 
carp, 166, and that it was in being before the death 
of Ireneus, in 202. Gen. S. attributes the Apoca- 
lypse to Ireneus, and accuses him of this “ pious 
forgery.” Ireneus was a Greek, a disciple of Poly- 
carp, and, afterwards, bishop of Lyons. 

We will now mention difficulties which rest on 
gen. S.’s hypothesis, of a more stubborn nature than 
any he has obtruded to overturn the reputation of 
the book. Gen. S. has admitted that those cotem- 


porary with Ireneus, namely, Clement, and Tertul-' 


lian, quoted from the Apocalypse, and considered it 
as the production of John, whose name it bears; 
and that Dionysius of Alexandria, about the year 
230, criticised the Apocalypse; and contended that 
the style, &c. was different from that of John. Now 
with these facts and admissions, gen. S. will have it, 
that Ireneus wrote the book, forged John’s name, and 
deceived all his cotemporaries! That the absurdity 
may appear in its proper and glaring light, let us 
suppose that gen. S. shall confer a similar favour 
on the world of mankind, that his cotemporaries 
read his pious forgery, quote from it as the work of 
agother, and pocket the deception as a compliment 


to his barefaced imposition. How umeasonable 
some things appeat, when they are stripped of the 
cloak of absurdity which covers them! We consider 
this sufficient to deprive gen. S. (if he has possessed 
it,) of the name of an able and honest commentator. 

There is, if possible, a greater difficulty resting 
on gen. 8.’s hypothesis ; and as it grows out of his 
own positions and premises, he cannot refuse to re- 
ceive it. He contends, that the Apocalypse was 
written by Ireneus, who died in the year 202, and 
that the events related happened before Ireneus 
wrote the book. He admits that Clement saw the 
Apocalypse as early as the year 192. In finding a 
solution to the “pious forgery,” or “ artlul enig- 
matical relation of past events,” he introduces Se- 
verus’ war, and decrees against the Jews and Chiris- 
tians, in the yeais 194, 198, and 201, the last date 
nine years after the acknowledged time of the book 
being extant! Consequently, even according to gen. 
S.’s own account of the matter, the book, if written 
by Ireneus, is, in part, actually a true prophecy of 
Suture events!!! 

Now we, in very good humour with the general, 
advise him to be more cautious, should he again 
favour mankind with his discoveries, and not let his 
dates run away with him! 

We believe the facts and premises exhibited thus 
far, are quite sufficient to consign gen S.’s book to 
a final home, in the mind of the intelligent reader. 
But, as it is a very novel production, considerng 
the ordinary pursuits of the writer, and somewhat 
interesting, on account of the reputation it obtained 
before it was seen, by the advertisement which pro- 
claimed its birth and parentage, we will give the 
reader some farther account of its merits. 

Gen. S. says, p. 13, “ The contents of the histo- 
rical part of the Apocalypse, may be stated thus: 

Cuapr. vi. The reign of Commodus, and his 
death. 

Cuap. viii. Heresies in the time of Commodus. 

Cuap. ix. The same subject continued. 

Cuapr. xi. The fall of Pertinax and Didius. 

Cuar. xii. Septimus Severus, his wife and eldest 
son. 

Cuap. xiii. Albinus, Ais statues, medals, and 
coins. ‘ 

Crap. xiv. Caracalla, the army of Severus, and 
the punishment of the Pretorian guards. 

Cuap. xvi. Civil war between Severus and Niger. 

Cuap. xvii. The city of Byzantium, and the 
emperor Niger. 

Cuap. xviii. Byzantium taken and destroyed. 

Cuap. xix. Caracalla, and the defeat of Albinus 
at Lyons.” 

The reader is requested to turn to the book of 
Revelation, examine the contents of the chapters, 
and judge for himself, of gen. S.’s sagacity. Gen. 
S. places Commodus, a Roman emperor, upon the 
white horse. He musters riders, very unceremoni- 
ously, for the residue of the horses mentioned ; until 
he stumbles against the pale horse, upon whose 
back he mounts a plague, which he says “ broke out 
at Rome in 187.” Let it be remembered, that gen. 








S. declares the murderous Caracalla to be the Lamb 
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of the Apocalypse. The man “ who,” says gen. S.| 


“ attempted to murder his Father; who murdered 
his brother in the arms of his mother, who put to 
death twenty thousand persons for being his bro- 
ther’s friends; who massacred the people of Alex- 
andria during a festival; and whose cruelty [the 
cruelty of a Lamb!!!) no rank, sex, or age escaped 
—he is the Lame of the Apocalypse!” In chap. v., 
which gen. S. appears to have a great antipathy to, 
the Apocalyptical Lamb is represented ; not as mur- 
dering others, but as being murdered himself! A 
very happy commentator, this gen. S., whose lambs 
are more ferocious and cruel than tigers! We will 
express an opinion, that gen. 8.’s Lamb has about 
the same affinity with sheep, figuratively considered, 
as te has with reason and common sense. The 
reader will please examine the Sth chapter, and 
observe the harmony which exists, according to 
gen. S.’s expositions. Particularly, that the Lamb's 
seven eyes, are the seven Spirits of God, and that 
the murderous Caracalla is a fit emblem of the 
imege of a God of Love! England has produced 
Deists, who would blush and tremble at such im- 
piety! 

The 7th chapter not harmonizing very well with 
gen. S.’s views, and lambs! he was pleased to pass 
it by; and then he declared of the 8th and 9th 
chapters, that they relate to “ heresies in the time of 
Commodus,” the rider of the general's white horse. 
The reader will decide for himself, of this matter. 

The General likewise passes by the 10th chapter, 
being frightened by the “ mighty angel” spoken of, 
at the beginning of it; we presume. 

Gen. S.’s exposition of chap. xi. appears to be as 
Juminous as his preceding one. We request the 
reader to try at his leisure, and find, if he can, any 
thing, which, as a figure, is a representation of the 
fall of Pertinax and Didius. 

Now, reader, Behold, the greatness, the sagacity, 
the nameless powers of exposition, which general 
Alexander Smyth possesses! For we are about to 
point out beauties which must astonish at sight. A 
combination which excels every thing that has 
gone before it. Septimus Severus is that Dragon, 
that old Serpent called the Devil; and his wife, 
Julia Domna, the woman clothed with the sun; and 
the child she brought forth is Caracalla, gen. S.’s 
Lamb! It appears gen. S. was so much charmed 
with his lamb, Caracalla, the son of Severus, by 
Julia Domna, that he overlooked Michael, and says 
not a word about the blood of his Lamb, Caracalla, 
being that by which Michael and his followers over- 
come! This exposition of gen. S, resembles some 
tough stories we have heard or read, which are never 
intended for scrutiny, and like a rough country, 
look best at a distance. 

The General again ventures to try another chap- 
ter in connexion, and passes to the 13th, which, 
he says, relates to “Albinus, his statues, medals, and 
coins.” Albinus, gen. S. contends, is the “ beast” 
which arose out of the sea. And to prove that Al- 
binus (who contended with Severus for the Roman 
empire,) is the real beast, and has the proper qualifi- 
cations, he adduces to ayswer the description of the 





“mouth of the lion,” a tradition, that “Albinus 
would eat at a breakfast, 500 figs, 100 peaches, 10 
melons, 20 bunches of grapes, 100 small birds, and 
400 oysters.” Now if this were admitted as truth, 
tt would look more like a representaiion of the 
stomach of a mammoth, than the mouth of a lion! 
Gen. S. says, of this account, that it has been ques- 
tioned, but he considers what is said by the writer 
of the Apocalypse, as corroborating it. We call this, 
“straining at a gnat, and swailowing a camel.” 
Gen. S. surely cannot object to the Apocalypse on 
account of the “ big stories” it contains. He quotes 
it as good authority to prove the size of Albinus’s 
mouth to be that of a lion’s. If gen. S.’s credulity 
were but half as extensive as Albinus’s mouth, he 
certainly would not object to the Apocalypse. Now 
this Albinus must have been a wonderful fellow. 
There is not a hungry hog which prowls about the 
streets of this city, who, whatever may be the size 
of his mouth, could venture to eat one half of Albi- 
nus’s breakfast, without subjecting himself to a 
mortal surfeit! Surely this Albinus was the greatest 
beast we ever heard of; and if gen. S. had argued 
that monsters abound in the sea, it would have 
stiengthened his argument that Albinus was one of 
them. It is not strange, from the foregoing con- 
siderations, that gen. S. should conclude Albinus to 
be the great beast of the Apocalypse. And it is 
pretty evident, that the General’s private opimion 
attached as much consequence to Albinus’s break- 
fast, stomach, mouth, &c. as to the letters of his 
name, which being found in the Greek alphabet, 
and the Greek letters being numerals, make the 
number 666. The elated General then says, “There 
can be no mistake, *The interpretation js sure.’ ” 
If the General had enumerated the figs, peactes, 
melons, bunches of grapes, birds, and oysters, which 
composed Albinus’s breakfast, he would cettaioly 
have produced greater evidence of his being a great 
beast, than his arrangement of the Greek numerals 
has done! 

Gen. S. in his commentary on chap, xiv. with his 
caption “ Caracalla, the army of Severus, and the 
punishment of the Praetorian guards,” introduces 
his Lamb! again. He places his lamb on Mount 
Zion, which he discovers to be in the same Latitude 
and Longitude of Rome; and the 144,000 “ having 
his name, and his father’s name written on their 
foreheads,” to be the “ soldiers of Severus.” The 
Pretorian camp is the wine press. There is a 
trifling incongruity discoverable in gen. S.’s exposi- 
tion of this chapter, which is excusable when we 
consider the ability manifested in identifying the 
great beast. Namely, the General makes his dra- 
gon thrust in the sickle, and the Apocalypse, the 
Lamb, or Son of man!!! To the reader we say, 
Examine the 14th chapter of the book of Revela- 
tion, then cast your eyes on gen. S.’s production, 
and * pity the errors of a poor old mau!” 

The General was so much exhiliarated with the 
discoveries he made of lambs, figs, oysters, beasts, 
and dragons, tat he passed over the 15th chapter, 
at one leap, without touching it! Having alighted 
at the 16th chapter, he agreeably to his caption, sets 
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Severus and Niger a fighting, and either being 
frightened at the carnage, or having exhausted his 
fund of description, becomes, a!l at once, a smart 
fortuneteller. Whoever has seen an old woman 
with a pack of cards, surrounded by a dozen of 
young ignoramuses, can estimate the pungency of 
the General’s logic. The General says, “This may 
be.” Or, “I suppose.” Or, “ probably,” &c. 

In chap xvii. gen. S. discovers a different beast, 
from that which breakfasted on figs, peaches, 
melons, birds, and oysters. Because he says, “This 
beast is different from the lion-mouthed beast of the 
13th chapter; that beast is like a leopard, (spotted ;) 
this is a crimson beast,” &e. Now, General, we 
must contend that the Apocalypse nowhere says, of 
the beast in the 13th chapter, that it is like a leop- 
ard, because it is spotted. Unless you can prove 
that the leopard breakfasts on figs, peaches, melons 
birds, oysters, &c. you must give up this point! 
And farther, unless you can prove that your beast, 
Albinus, in addition to eating oysters, had the feet 
of a bear, you must give him up, the Greek nume- 
rals to the contrary notwithstanding. It is admit- 
ted that you tried to make a bear of him, p. 29, 
where you say of him, that “ he was stern, reserved, 
morose, and rigid to cruelty.” But, in p. 31, you 
contradict this bear story, by saying of Albinus, 
“that no prince was ever so much beloved by the 
Senate as he; the soldiers whom he commanded 
were much attached to him; and he was universal- 
ly esteemed by the people of Rome.” This is more 
than can be said, with truth, of any bear that ever 


lived! The amount of gen. S.’s discoveries in this 
chapter, is, that “ Niger is the crimson beast. The 
woman Who sits upon him, is Byzantium.” Niger’s 
strength, is more than qual to Albinus’s appetite. 
He is a second Sampson. 

Gen. S. considers the 18th chapter to relate to 
the fall of Byzantium, which city was taken by 


Severus, gen. 8.’s Dragon. If the reader will at- 
tentively examine this ehapter, particularly the last 
verse, we believe he will conclude that gen. S. is 
altogether mistaken. The taking of the city of 
Washington, in the late war with England, by the 
troops of the latter, might be assigned with about 
as much reason. 

In gen. S.’s exposition of chap. xix. we discover 
much, that we can call by no other name thar, 
solemn ridicule. His Lamb, Caracalla, is intro- 
duced, as “a BELIEVER, | Pistos,) and sinceRE 
{dlethinos.”] The gen. says, “1 suspect that Cara- 
calla was circumcised.” Gen. S. having forgotten 
that he had mounted Commodus upon the twhite 
horse, now places his lamb, Caracalla, upon the 
white horse, behind Commodus, we presume! Thea 
gen. S. makes bold to assert of the murderous Ca- 
racalla, whom he stigmatizes as an abominable 
miscreant, that he is the “Logos (Word) of God.” 
He declares, unhesitatingly, of the writer of the 
Apocalypse, that he “seems to have intended to 
represent Caracalla as the Messiah, the Lamb, and 
the Lion of the tribe of Judah.” To say nothing of 
the impiety of gen. S. he has out-generalled all the 





Irish bulls of the age. Pray, Sir, how can a Roman 


be of the tribe of Judah? And how prudent is your 
attempt to find affinity between Caracalla and the 
declaration, “And he had a name written that no 
man knew but he himself.” Therefore you say, 
“This name of Caracalla is, Christian!” Surely 
if your murderous Lamb, Caracalla, was a Chris- 
tian, it was a secret known only to himself! 

The xx., xxi. and xxii. of Revelation, this com- 
mentator has not troubled; having concluded his 
labours at the 19th. Thus much for gen. Smyth's 
solution of “an artful enigmatical relation of past 
events, under the form of prophecy.” That Irene- 
neus, bishop of Lyons, was a wonderful man, ac- 
cording to gen. S.; for Ireneus was guilty of this 
« pious forgery.” 

Now comes the rub. Treneus died in 202. When 
the battle of Lyons was fought, on the 19th of Feb- 
ruary, 197, Caracalla, gen. S.’s Lamb, was, gen. 8. 
confesses, only eight years old! And this wonder- 
ful Lamb of the Apocalypse, Caracalla, the burden 
of the song, whose mighty deeds when he became of 
mature years, constituted the solution of the artful 
enigma, which was written after the events happen- 
ed, and palmed upon the world for a prophecy of 
the future, by Ireneus bishop of Lyons, who was 
dead and buried before the Lamb, Caracalla, came 
upon the stage of action !!!* 

If this book of General Alexander Smyth, Esq. 
were a fair sample of American Literature, we 
should feel obliged to English Reviewers for their 
forbearance, instead of complaining of their seve- 
rity. We take our leave of this performance; and 
advise the General, should the “incurable itch” 
again assail him, to scribble of some other subject, 
which shall better comport with his rare abilities. 

_~<~p> — 
FOR THE GOSPEL HERALD. 

Mr. Editor—In conversing with a friend a few 
days since, on the subject of theology, I expressed 
a belief in the doctrine that teaches the “ uncondi- 
tionaé salvation of all men,” which he zealousiy op- 
posed ; and among other quotations from the sacred 
scriptures, he cited the following: Acts xvi. 38, 
which he deemed a sufficient retutation of that 
doctiine ; so confident he was, that the question put 
to Paul by the Philippian Jailor, implied a condi- 
tion, that it was in vain I argued that the Jailor 
merely had in view a temporal deliverance, or sal- 
vation from the vengeance of the Roman law. I 
have since carefully read the whole chapter several 
times, and candidly considered it in all its ramifica- 
tions, and instead of being led to doubt, I am still 
farther confirmed in the belief that use Jailor had in 
view merely his temporal safety. 

I would here just take a cursory view of the sub- 
ject, commencing at the 26th verse and ending with 
the 32d—“And suddenly there was a great earth- 
quake, so that the foundations of the prison were 
shaken, and immediately all the doors were opened, 
and every one’s bands were loosed,” It appears, by 





* There is an incongruity in gen. 5.’s dates, quite as puz- 
zling as the Apocalypse has proved to mankind. The Ge- 
neral's confession that Clement saw the Apocalypse as 
early as 192, proves that the book was written before the 


Lamb, Caracalla, appeared upon the stage of action. 
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the context, there was an inner and an outer prison ; 





that there were criminals in each, and that the bands 
ef each and every prisoner were loosed. We are 
not informed, however, that the inmates of the out- 
er prison were believers in Christ. The presump- 
tion is, they were not, but that they had violated the 
statute law, and were held by that law as felons. Yet 
it appears, that they were loosed as well as Paul 
aud Silas. The same miraculous power that severed 
the manacles of the apostles, severed the fetters of 
the felons; consequently, the author of the miracle 
was impartial im this deliverance, (no condition 
here.) But it may be argued in reply, that the shock 
was felt generally throughout the prison, as a mat- 
ter of course, and that the unlousing of the bonds 
was the natural consequence of the shock. Be 1 
so—but then was the earthquake of itself, regardless 
of the circumstances that attended it, a miracle? It 
is not pretended, but the unlvosing of the bonds 
by the shock was indeed a display of miraculous 
power, and this divine interposition was alike 
favourable to felon and apostle. “And the keeper 
of the prison awaking out of his sleep, and seeing 
the prison doors open, he drew out his sword, and 
would have killed himsell, supposing that the pris- 
oners had been fled.” It would appear from this 
verse, that the jailor was roused suddenly from his 
sleep, probably by the shock but ignorant of the 
cause. The probability is, that he supposed the 
prisoners to have broken their fastenings and fled, 
hence his alarm; for the Roman law was so consti- 
tuted, that the keeper of a prison was responsible, 
{as far as possible,) for the escape of the prisoners ; 
and in pursuance to that law was obliged to suffer 
in their stead. “And Paul cried with a loud voice, 
saying, Do thyself no harm, for we are all here.” 
The apostle it would seem, must have had a divine 
intimation of the jailor’s intentions; inasmuch, as 
they were in separate apartments, and it being mid- 
night, Pau] could not have seen the jailor threaten 
himself with violence. “Then he called for a light, 
and sprang in, and came trembling, and fell down 
before Paul and Silas and brought them out, and 
said, Sirs, what must I do to be saved ?” 

Here, then, a question arises relative to the jail- 
or’s weaning, of no common magnitude. I am well 
aware, Mr. Editor, of the generally received opinion 
of the religious world relative to this subject. They 
contend that the jailor inquired of Paul, what he 
should do to be saved from the wrath of God? But 
it appears to me that the jailor had his temporal 
safety in view, and inquired of the apostles, What 
he should do to be saved from the penalty of the 
Roman law? And I think the 27th verse sufficient 
to establish the truth and certainty of this opinion. 
We are there informed that the jailor finding the 
prison doors open, and supposing the prisoners to 
have fled, resolved to take his own life. Now, if 1 
was the wrath of God which the jailor feared, would 
he resolve upon self-destruction, as a means to 
evade that wrath? Or did he think that God would 
punish him, because he had ever been ignorant o! 
his character, or because the prisoners had effected 
their escape? Such a conclusion it appears to me 











is worse than worthless. It would be well to bear 
in mind that the jailor was a heathen, consequently, 
an unbeliever; and of course, could not have felt 
himself under any moral obligation to, or in dread 
of a power, of which he was ignorant; for as yet, 
the jailor was an unbeliever; we have no reason te 
form any other conclusion. When we come to con- 
sider every circumstance, the jailor being aroused 
suddenly from his sleep, alarmed at the situation of 
the prison, finding it open, supposing the prisoners 
to have fled, knowing himself to be responsible, 
dreading the disgrace of dying by the hands of the 
executioner, he, as was customary among the Ro- 
mans, resolved to escape the ignominy by destroy- 
ing himself. And it was under those peculiar cir- 
cumstances that he inquired, What he should do to 
be saved? “And they said, Believe on the Lord 
Jesus Christ and be saved, and thy house.” 

From the apostles’ answer, that portion of the 
religious community who catch their creed from 
fashion’s homily, and place more confidence in the 
vague declamations of some witless priest, than in 
their own judgment, believe that the jailor had his 
eternal safety in view. Why so? Because the 
apostle’s answer was indirect. It would be well te 
recollect, that the answer alters not the nature of a 
question. Besides, the apostles wished to draw the 
jailor’s attention to another subject. It was their 
object to publish the doctrines of Christ, and deem- 
ing the opportunity an auspicious ove, thought well 
to improve it. We are not informed that the jailor 
had become a convert before he made the inquiry, 
“What shall I do to be saved ?” for the apostle bad 
even answered before he spake unto him the name 
of the Lord. “And he spake unto him the name of 
the Lord, and to all his house,” but, mark, not be- 
fore the question was put by the jailor. 

CANDIDUS 
New-York, Feb. 6, 1825. 


——> 
SOMETHING MAL-APPROPOS. 

Snowden’s Advocate contains the following : 
“We learn that Bishop Hobart has preached at 
Rome! It is said that he is the only ‘Heretical’ di- 
vine, who has had that distinction since the Apostle 
Paul!” 

On reading the above, we could not refrain from 
drawing a comparison between the humble, abstemi- 
ous, and prudent Paul, and the arrogant, luxurious, 
and extravagant Bishop. Surely, Paul cannot con- 
scientiously thank friend Snowden for the intended 
honour, in reducing him to a level with a modetn 
bishop! The circumstances attending their respect- 
ive visits to Rome, are a proper illustration of their 
different characters. Paul’s out fit was bonds and 
contumely. The Bishop's cash and flattery! Paul’s 
mansion was the temporary shelter which screened 
him from the “ war of elements ;” and often a pris- 
on;—his country house the canopy of the broad 
spread heavens, while sojourning amid perils, and 
buffetings. The Bishop’s an elegant edifice in 
New-York; and a country establishment in New- 
Jersey! Paul was an apostle. The Bishop isa titled 
dignitary. Paul laboured with his hands. The 
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Bishop employs servants to do his labour, and the 
hands of a whole diocese are in requisition to feed 
his belly and support his pride. There is verily a 
heresy between Paul and the Bishop, of too great 
magnitude to admit of any affinity whatever; when 
it is considered that one preached Christ’s gospel, 
and the other the dogmas of the Church of En- 
gland. 

Let a man goto Rome with Paul’s sincerity and 
humility, and preach the unadulterated gospel of 
God our Saviour, which Christ and Paul preached, 
he would be considered a Aeretic indeed, and re- 
ceive, in full tale, the vengeance of the Pope; in- 
stead of meeting with a toleration which savours of 
a consanguinity in the origin of the respective doc- 
trines of the parties. 

Should the Roman Pontiff imagine that a voyage 
is beneficial to health, visit New-York, and conde- 
scend to preach, the Bishop may manifest his polite- 
ness, and repay the Pope’s urbanity by throwing 
open the doors of the Broadway Churches. 

This has been called an “era of good feelings!” 
And when it is considered that the “Doctrine of the 
Trinity,” is the rallying point, with Popes and 
Bishops, it is not going too far to suppose it possible 
for an union to take place, and the churches again 
be united, by the mutual rejection of trifles; were it 
not the fact that Bishops are Popes in minature, and 
would lose their crowns by the bargain. One thing 
is certain, whether separate or united, they are 
driving the same trade ; making merchandise of the 
souls of men, and wielding Hell, fire, brim- 
stone, and anathemas, instead of the sword of the 
Spirit. As lookers on, we say, Go on, gentlemen, 
if you will, your own way; for your goods are be- 
come shop worn, and you will shortly be declared 
insolvent. 

_—f>— —- 

DR. DWIGHT vs. NEW TESTAMENT. 

Unitarians have been thought dogmatical and 
presumptuous when they have said that the doctrine 
of the Trinity cannot be established until the word 
of God be overthrown. But some Trinitarians ap- 
pear to be of the same opinion. A work has been 

just published in this country of the late Dr. 
Dwight’s, President of Yale College, in America, 
under the title of “A system of Theology” (in five 
volumes, 8vo.,) and extolled above measure by our 
reputed “ orthodox” magazines and reviews, which 
bear out this remark. The Eclectic Review, a 
monthly publication in the hands of the Calvinistic 
Dissenters, is particularly lavish of praise upon the 
book, and that part of it especially which relates to 
the Trinity and the Deity of Christ. Some speci- 
mens of the work and of the review may be seen in 
the last Number of the Monthly Repository (pp. 
600—603.) The President and the Reviewer main- 
tain, that if Jesus Christ were not the Eternal Je- 
hovah, he was an imposter, and the Jews acted me- 
ritoriously in putting him to death. They also con- 
tend that the Trinity consists of Three Infinitely 
Perfect Berses! But they endeavour to relieve 
themselves from the difficulty of showing how 


on this subject no man has any ideas whatsoever! 
Of course, both writers unchristianize and anathe- 
matize the Unitarians, and leave them without a Sa- 
viour. This, however, is not all. A passage is 
quoted (p. 259 of the current volume,) with appro- 
bation, from Dr. Dwight, which is a string of the 
boldest contradictions to our Lord’s own assevera- 
tions that ever proceeded from the pen of man, be- 
liever or unbeliever, sane or insane. This we shall 
extract in three portions, which, for the sake of dis- 
tinctness, we shall put in capital letters, and after 
the applauded Doctor’s assertions we shall put down 
some of the declarations of Christ, with references 
to chapter and verse, marking the phrases for which 
the quotations are made by italics. We shall then 
make a reflection or two. 

Dr. Dwight (virtually also, the Eclectic Review- 
er) says of Christ, 

He ALWAYS TAUGHT IN HIS OWN NAME; EVEN 
WHEN ALTERING AND ANNULLING THE ACKNOW- 
LEDGED WoRD oF Gop. IN EVERY PART OF THIS 
EMPLOYMENT HE TAUGHT IN HIS OWN NAME. 

Christ himself says, 

John v. 43. “ Tam come in my Father's name.” 
vii. 16—18; “Jesus answered them, My 
doctrine is not mine, but his that sent me. If any 
man will do his will, he shall know of the doctrine, 
whether it be of God, or whether | speak of myself. 
He that speaketh of himself, seeketh hts owen glory, 
but he that seeketh his glory that sent him, the same 
is true, and no unrighteousness is in him.” 

Dr. Dwight (virtually also, the Eclectic Review- 
er) says of Christ, 

Nor once poES HE say, THus SAITH THE 
LonpD, DURING HIS MINISTRY; NOR TEACH WITH 
ANY AUTHORITY EXCEPT HIS OWN, 

Before we oppose to this sentence (of which the 
former clause is true in the letter, but notoriously 
false in the sense,) the declaration of Christ, it may 
be useful to put down the promise of God to Moses 
concerning the Messiah’s “ authority,” to which he 
himself and his apostles appeal in proof of his divine 
mission : 

Deut. xviii. 18, 19: “I will raise them up a Pro- 
phet from among their brethren, like unto thee, and 
I will put my words in his mouth; and he shall 
speak unto them all that I shall command him ; and 
it shall come to pass, that whosoever will not heark- 
en unto my words which he shall speak in my name, 
I will require it of him.” 

The following declaiations of our Lord are both 
a comment upon the above prophecy, and a dis- 
avowal of all those mistaken followers of his that 
set up for him divine and independent claims: 

John viii. 25—29: “Then said they unto him, 
Who art thou? And Jesus saith unto them, Even 
the same that [ said unto you from the begin- 
ning. I have many things to say, and to judge 
of you; but he that sent me is true; and J speak 
to the world those things I have heard of him. 
They understood not that he spake to them of the 
Father. Then said Jesus unto them, When ye have 
lifted up the Son of man, then shall ye know that I 








Three Beings are only One Being, by arguing that 


am he, and that I do nothing of myself, but as my 
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Father hath taught me, I speak these things. And 
he that sent me is with me: the Father hath not left 
me alone: for I do always those things that please 
him.” 

Ver. 38: “I speak that which I have seen with my 
Father.” 

Ver. 40: “But now ye seek to kill me, a man 
that hath told you the truth, which I have heard of 
God.” 

Vers. 49, 50: “I honour my Father, and ye do 
dishonour me. And J seek not mine own glory.” 

John xii. 49, 50: “For Ihave not spoken of my- 
self; but the Father which sent me, he gave me a 
commandment what I should say and what I should 
speak. And I know that his commandment is life 
everlasting : whatsoever I speak, therefore, even as 
the Father said unto me so I speak.” 

Dr. Dwight, (virtually also, the Eclectic Review- 
er,) in continuation of the assertion that our Lord 
did not once teach with any authority except his 
own, says, 

THE SAME AUTHORITY ALSO CHRIST ASSUMED 
AND EXHIBITED GENERALLY, WHEN HE WROUGHT 
MIRACLES ; AND HE NEVER MAKES MENTION OF 
ANY OTHER. 

Christ says, 

John v. 19, “The Son can do nothing of himself.” 

Vers. 30, 31: “I can of mine own self do nothing : 
as I hear, I judge; and my judgment is just; be- 
cause I seek not mine own will, but the will of the 
Father which hath sent me. Jf I bear witness of 
myself, my witness is not true.” 

John xiv. 10: “The words that I speak unto 
you, I speak not of myself: but the Father, that 
dwelleth in me, he doeth the works.” 

Ver. 28: “ My Father is greater than I.” 

Ver. 31: “As the Father gave me commandment, 
even so I do.” 

John xi. 21, 22: “Then said Martha unto Jesus, 
Lord, if thou hadst been here, my brother had not 
died. But I know that even now whatsoever thou 
wilt ask of God, God will give it thee.” 

Vers. 41, 42: * Then they took the stone from 
the place where the dead was laid. And Jesus lift- 
ed up his eyes, and said, Father, I thank thee that 
thou hast heard me. And I knew that thou hearest 
me always; but because of the people which stand 
by, I said it, that they may believe that thou hast 
sent me.” 

Let the reader now judge between these disciples 
ef Calvin and our Lord. They are bold men. They 
could not be ignorant of these Scriptures, but, 
knowing their party, they presume upon the credu- 
tity of their readers. Yet they and their partisans, 
one and all, accuse the Unitarians of denying or 
contradicting the Bible! Are they self-deceived, 
and do they act under a species of judicial blind- 
ness? Or, are these assertions pious frauds, 
and a part of “the deceivableness of unright- 

.eousness,” by which, according to prophecy, the 
great apostacy from Christian truth was to work 
its way ? However this be, such writers are evident- 
ly in the same state of mind in which the Jews were 
in the time of our Lord; they understand not when 
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he speaks to them of the Father, (see John viii. 27,) 
and the Son of man may be considered as address- 
ing them also, when he says, (ver. 49 of the same 
ehapter,) “I honour my Father, and ye do dishon- 


our me.” Chris. Ref. 
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DIALOGUE BETWEEN DR. JOHNSON 
AND MRS. KNOWLES. 

Mrs. K. Thy friend, Jenny H——, desires her 
kind respects to thee, Doctor. 

Dr. J. To me !—Tell me not of her! I hate the 
odious wench for her apostacy: and it is you, Ma- 
dam, who have seduced her from the Christian re- 
ligion. 

Mrs. K. This is a heavy charge, indeed. I must 
beg leave to be heard in my own defence: and I 
entreat the attention of the present learned and 
candid company, desiring they will judge how far 
I am able to clear myselt of so cruel an accusation. 

Dr. J. (much disturbed by this unexpected chal- 
lenge) said, You are a woman, and I give you quar- 
ter. 

Mrs. K. I will not take quarter. There is no sex 
in souls; and in the present cause I fear not even 
Dr. Johnson himself. 

(“ Bravo!” was repeated by the company, and 

silence ensued.) 

Dr. J. Well then, Madam, I persist in my charge, 
that you have seduced Miss H from the Chris- 
tian religion. 

Mrs. K. If thou really knewest what were the 
principles of the Friends, thou would’st not say she 
had departed from Christianity. But, waving that 
discussion for the present, I will take the liberty to 
observe that she had undoubted right to examine 
and to change her educational tenets, whenever she 
supposed she had found them erroneous: as an ac- 
countable creature, it was her duty so to do. 

Dr. J. Pshaw! pshaw! An accountable creature ! 
Girls accountable creatures! It was her duty to 
remain with the church wherein she was educated ; 
she had no business to leave it. 

Mrs. K. What! not for that which she appre- 
hended to be better? According to this rule, Doc- 
tor, hadst thou been born in Turkey, it had been thy 
duty to have remained a Mahometan, notwithstand- 
ing Christian evidence might have wrought in thy 
mind the clearest conviction! and, if so, then let 
me ask, how would thy conscience have answered 
for such obstinacy at the great and last tribunal ? 

Dr. J. My conscience would not have been an- 
swerable. 

Mrs. K. Whose then would ? 

Dr. J. Why the state, to be sure. In adhering 
to the religion of the state as by law established, our 
implicit obedience therein becomes our duty. 

Mrs. K. A nation or state, having a conscience, 
is a doctrine entirely new to me, and indeed, a very 
curious piece of intelligence ; for I have always un- 
derstood that a government, or state, is a creature 
of time only ; beyond which it dissolves, and be- 
comes a nonentity. Now, gentlemen, can your 
imagination body forth this monstrous individual, 
or being, called a state, composed of millions ot 
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people? Can you behold it stalking forth into the 
next world, loaded with its mighty conscience, 
there to be rewarded or punished, for the faith, opi- 
nions, and conduct of its constituent machines called 
men? Surely the teeming brain of Poetry never 
held up to the fancy so wondrous a personage! 

(When the laugh occasioned by the personifica- 
tion was subsided, the Doctor very angrily replied,) 

I regard not what you say as to that matter. 1 
hate the arrogance of the wench, in supposing her- 
self a more competent judge of religion than those 
who educated her. She imitated you, no doubt; 
but she ought not to have presumed to determine 
for herself in so important an affair. 

Mrs. K. True, Doctor, I grant it, if, as thou 
seemest to imply, a wench of twenty years be not a 
moral agent. 

Dr. J. 1 doubt it would be difficult to prove those 
deserve that character who turn Quakers. 

Mrs. K. This severe retort, Doctor, induces me 
charitably to hope thou must be totally unacquainted 
with the principles of the people against whom thou 
art so exceedingly prejudiced, and that thou sup- 
posest us a set of infidels or Deists. 

Dr. J. Certainly, I do think you little better than 
Deists. 

Mrs. K. This is indeed strange; ‘tis passing 
strange, that a man of such universal reading and 
research, has not thought it at least expedient to look 
into the cause of dissent of a society so long esta- 
blished, and so conspicuously singular ! 

Dr. J. Not I, indeed! I have not read your Bar- 
elay’s Apology ; and for this plain reason—I never 
thought it worth my while. You are upstart sec- 
taries, perhaps the best subdued by silent contempt. 

Mrs. K. This reminds me of the language of the 
Rabbies of old, when their hierarchy was alarmed 
by the increasing influence, force, and simplicity, of 
dawning truth, in their high day of worldly domi- 
nion. We meekly trust, our principles stand on 
the same solid foundation of simple truth; and we 
invite the acutest investigation. The reason thou 
givest for not having read Barclay’s Apology, is 
surely a very improper one for a man whom the 
world looks up to as a moral philosopher of the first 
rank: a teacher, from whom they think they have 
aright to expect much information. To this ex- 
pecting, inquiring world, how can Dr. Johnson ac- 
quit himself, for remaining unacquainted with a 
book translated into five or six different languages, 
and which has been admitted into the libraries ot 
almost every court and upiversity in Christendom! 

(Here the Doctor grew very angry, still more so 
at the space of time the gentlemen allowed his an- 
tagonist wherein to make her defence, and his im- 
patience excited Mr. Boswell himself in a whisper, 
to say, “I never saw this mighty lion so chafed 
before !”) 

The Doctor again repeated, that he did not think 
the Quakers deserved the name of Christians. 

Mrs. K. Give me leave then, to endeavour to con- 
vince thee of thy error, which I will do by making 
before thee, and this respectable company, a con- 
féssion of our faith. Creeds, or confessions of faith, 





are admitted by all to be the standard whereby we 
judge of every denomination of professors. 

(To this, every one present agreed ; and even the 
Doctor grumbled out his assent.) 

Mrs. K. Well then, [take upon me to declare, 
that the people called Quakers, do verily believe in 
the Holy Scriptures, and rejoice with the most full 
and reverential acceptance of the divine history of 
facts as recorded in the New Testament. That we, 
consequently, fully believe those historical articles 
summed up in what is called the Apostle’s Creed, 
with these two exceptions only, to wit, our Saviour’s 
descent into hell, and the resurrection of the body, 
These mysteries we humbly leave just as they stand 
in the holy text; there being, from that ground, no 
authority for such assertion as is drawn up in the 
creed. And now, Doctor, canst thou still deny us 
the honourable title of Christians ? 

Dr. J. Weil'!—I must own I did not at all sup- 
pose you had so much to say for yourselves. How- 
ever, I cannot forgive that litt!e slut, for presuming 
to take upon herself as she has done. 

Mrs. K. Lope, Doctor, thou wilt not remain un- 
forgiving and that you will renew your friendship, 
and joyfully meet at last in those bright regions 
where pride and prejudice can never enter ! 

Dr. J. Meet her! I never desire to meet fools 
any where. 

(This sarcastic turn of wit was so pleasantly re- 
ceived, that the Doctor joined in the laugh; his 
spleen was dissipated; he took his coffee, and be- 
came, for the remainder of the evening, very cheer 
ful and entertaining.) Monthly Museum. 

—>—_ 
From the New-Jersey Eagle. 

“ Puny deists, and minor infidels, than whom a 
more contemptible gang never infested society, ex- 
ult over Proclamation Smyth’s late stupid and mea- 
gre pamphlet on the Apocalypse. But this darling 
mole of criticism, this grub of the sacred volume, 
together with his preposterous quackery, is treated 
with silent contempt by the sober and reputable 
part of society. The weakness as well as the wick- 
edness of this deistical babble is perfectly evident. 
Putting aside, for a moment, the consideration of 
the vice and infamy of this futile attempt to shake 
the believer’s faith, its desperate folly deserves, if it 
deserves any thing, all the ridicule of wit, and all 
the corrosiveness of satire.” 

REMARKS. 

We are willing to learn, whether the Newark 
editor supposes men of common sense, who are 
civilized, will receive the above as a specimen of 
“ridicule, wit, and satire.” To our conception, it 
appears in the detestable garb of contemptible black- 
guardism. Shall we conclude, that the writer at- 
tempted satire and failed? If the “sober and repu- 
table part of society,” treat Gen. S.’s book “with 
silent contempt,”’ to what part of soeiety shall we 
assign a place for the author of the above ebullition 
of ragged spleen, and sputtering invective ? 


—>_ 
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